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central Administrative Tribunal, Principal Bench 

New Deltri, thls the 29th day of october. ZOOZ 

Hon'ble Mr.Justice V.S.Aggarwal,Chairman 
Hon'ble Mr.S.A.T.Rizvi,Me~ber(A) 

Head Constable Azadvir Singh, 
Sjo Shri Zeet Singh, 
R/o Q,No. 18, Police Station Geeta Colony, 
Delhi -18 

IBy Advocate: Shri Sachin Chautranl 

1. Union of India, 
through its Secretary, 
Ministry of Home Affairs, 
North Block,New Delhi 

2. Arldl. commissioner of Police, 
Delhi Armed PollGe, 
New Police Lines,Kingsway Camp, 
Delhi. 

3. Dy.Commissioner of Police 
5th Bn, Kingsway Camp, 
New Police Urres, 
Delhi 

Q_JL !L..LJH_Q_R_~_t,J 

.... Applicant 

.... Respondents 

By virtue of the present application, dPtil"icc.rrt 

IAz~dvir Singh) seeks setting aside of the order of 

punl~hment dated 9.5.2001 arrd to restore to him his 

forfeited one yeat· approved service as if it was never 

there. The suspension period "is also claimed to be treated 

as S!Jent orr duty and also fot· :,etting aside> of tile 

appt>llat::e ordPr in t.his IE>I]c.td dc.t<"'d 19.10.2001. 

2. It was alleged against the applicant and others 

that orr the night interverrirrg '1/5. 2. 2000, he and others 

while po~ted in thP Ist Bn. DAP on night duty al Vijay 

Gh1lt. ~>~Pre tourrd CNrsum.irrg liquor i rr their te>rrt c.t 11. OO~·M. 

J 



A 1 te>l ltmt t11eY wer,t to lJutv tHfice1 '" tent under· 

·uli Juence o1 

-otaff, 

i rli lii.ited u\)ai.n-st ti10 dpplicant and uther·s and the Deput.y 

ur,quuli·r-ied apology t11er ef'u1 e, II<' i.tu>,osed or,ly JJlltll"SIItrwr,t 

of fortei tur~' of one vear· approved ~,~,r-vi.ce for a period of 

or,e year. The dppeal filed by the '-'PPltcar,t had ~ir1ce beer, 

di-slntssod. 

he.;. beer, filed. 

3. 

tii'Q<-"d Uii.il i_t i.s n case or- r,o evi.denc<:' and cow·><-JquenUy 

thi_ ··. Tribur,.;,l <:-hould qu.:.sl1 tl1<-' pr nceedi.tlQ~. 

At the threshold, we d<~ern i_ t necessary to Ill en t ion 

.. a ce;sr: ot no eviden<,e, in judicial revi'''"" thi·:; 1r ibunal 

But on appraisal of tho li.icts, it is obvious thi.it 

tl1e said cont.er,ti.or, i:. lot,Jlly devoid of ar,y n~t!rit, 1t 

catlfwt I.Je sl•'lted that the' present rnutter is one '"hich is 

f'erusal of t;r,., report clPi.irlv 

indit-dles tilat evidenco was avalJ.ctblG <>n tile recor·d of tl1e 

exc t~cu,ge ul hot ~Nor rl~--

r e·_;L, a.inl. Tllerefor·e, it i_·; obvi ow; tlla t the Ph'<; llad 

r 
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that. tile past. conduct ot Lhe appl1<;ant l1a·; be<?r1 tak,~n ;_,,to 

~o~hile nlo/C.I' d j_ II g purd shmer' t 

a~o~ar ded, cann0t 

Reliance Jr, this regard ~o~as placed on rule 16 

I xi) oi· Deltii Police IPUIIi.shment and Appeal) Rules, 1980 

~o~hich reads as unde1: 

"lo lxiJ i-F it l_s cor,:>i.dered r,ecessarv t.o 
a~o~ard o severe OllniStlln<:>nt to tll8 
delaultir<g otticer l:!v t.akit<Y into 
~onsideratiun his previous bctd record, 
ill ~o~hich cose Lhe pr e•'iuus bi'1d rt•cor d 
sl1e>ll tor·m tlw hasis of a detini Le 
charge agair,st him ctnd he shall be 
yiver, oppo1· tunity to det.Jnd t1i111self as 
requited by rules. 

Perusal oi U1<~ above rule clea1 ly 'oh0~o~S tt1at i i a 

severe pur•ishmer•t is to be c.~o~ardecl by tukii<Q 'u, to 

consideration the pc1st reco1·<j, U1en a dehni.te d1ctrgB in 

thi~. regard ~lcts to be dra~o~n ctrtd coor.,erneJ per-sor, should be 

gi.ve1, a" upportuni.ty to dete,,d himself a-s required by 

r·uJ;,.,,, 

6. till',; ls a 

Ut g;,-rj Vel11JOitH1 t l Y lt1Cil it ariects U1e promotl<>t• of the 

appl icard .. 

7. 

det i.ned ui,der ttH-J C<elhi Pol ice (Punishment and Appe<-'ll) 

1980 ,)r ever. jr, Delhi PoLice Acot. 

'""'''ti.oning that ,;,lmost alJ. types of punishments ~o~ouJ.d 
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~:Jromot 1 orr<tl subjet-l to otlrer 

condition-s. But herein, til<':> di_o.ciplinarv c.uthority it-~elf 

in the context di_·;.mL;sal. r<C!!nOVCJ.l or reduction 1rr ran~ 

'olould be lakerr to be ~-evere pur.ishrnerrts. 

,;pver·e punt ·;t11nen t" cannot dra'<l its colour and s trerr gth or 

expr 8Ssiorr of nra jor 01 mirror pur, j S r11ne Itt s, 

pun i shrn<~n t_ 'olould necessarily be 1nore than '" minc•r 

purti.shmerrt arrd c,orrs8querrllY, in the facts of the prf~~.errt 

'<le hold that seve'r<~ punishment '<las no-t a'<lardt>d. 

Thu-~ if ttre P<~~-t corrduct '<letS to~kerr irrto currside1 C<ttorr, the 

abovo said r·ule t1ad not bee1r violated. 

tl. For- these tec.sons, the O.A. 

111u~t taU and i.; di::;.missed in 1 irnine. 

An trounced. 

uY~--7 
( S. Rizvi J 
Member(AJ 

bei rr g '<li trrou t merit 

( V.S. Aggarwal ) 
Chairman 


